10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

BEFORE THE
| LLI NOI S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON

IN THE MATTER OF: )
)
TDS METROCOM, LLC, )
)
VS. ) No. 03-0553
)
| LLI NOI' S BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
)
Compl ai nt concerning imposition )
of unreasonabl e and )
anti-competitive term nation )
charges by Illinois Bell )
Tel ephone Conpany )
Chicago, Illinois

December 21, 2004
Met pursuant to notice at 10:00 a. m

BEFORE:

MR. TERRANCE A. HILLI ARD, Adm nistrative Law Judge.
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APPEARANCES:

MR. OWEN E. MacBRI DE
6600 Sears Tower

Chi cago,
Appearing for

MS. LOUI SE A. SUNDERLAND

[1linois 60606

TDS Metrocom LLC;

225 West Randol ph Street, Suite 25-D
Chicago, Illinois 60606
Appearing for Illinois Bell
MR. M CHAEL J. LANNON
160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800

Chi cago,

Appearing for

[1linois 60601

Staff.

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by

Tracy L.

Overocker,

CSR
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Re- By
cross Exam ner

Il NDE X
Re-
W t nesses: Direct Cross direct
None.
EXHI BI TS
Number For ldentification

None so mar ked.

In Evidence
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JUDGE HI LLI ARD: On behalf of the Illinois

Commerce Comm ssion, | call Docket 03-0553, TDS

Metrocom LLC versus Illinois Bell Tel ephone Conpany.

Begi nning with M ss Sunderl and, coul d

the parties identify thenselves for the record,
pl ease.

MS. SUNDERLAND: Appearing on behalf of the
Il'linois Bell Tel ephone Company, Louise A.
Sunder | and, 225 West Randol ph Street, Chicago
[11inois 60606.

MR. MacBRI DE: Appearing on behalf of TDS
Metrocom LLC, Owen MacBride, 6600 Sears Tower,
Chicago, Illinois 606046.

MR. LANNON: And appearing on behalf of the
Staff of the Illinois Conmmerce Conm ssion, M chae
Lannon, 160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800,
Chicago, Illinois 60601.

JUDGE HI LLI ARD: Did you want -- one of you
want to describe what it is you've done and what it
is you'd like to do?

MS. SUNDERLAND: Based on an off-the-record

di scussi on between the parties, the parties would
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propose the followi ng further steps: Last Fri day,
SBC Il linois and TDS Metrocom LLC filed a revised
amendat ory order that responded to some of the

concerns expressed by the Conm ssion in the open

meeting.

SBC and TDS will file a verified
statement on the 28th of December which will contain
the facts of the settlement and it will be

accompani ed by a pleading which outlines the
principle differences between the nmodified amendatory
order and the anmendatory order that was filed
originally for the use of the Adm nistrative Law
Judge and the Comm ssion.

And then Staff will file a responsive
pl eading to that one week l|later on January 4th.

JUDGE HI LLI ARD: Okay. Anything further?

MR. LANNON: Your Honor, just -- the statute
mentions -- as we tal ked off the record, the statute
menti ons an opportunity to be heard and I just -- for
the record, | am wondering if the parties are willing
to waive hearing in this matter in the reopening?

JUDGE HI LLI ARD: What's your response to that?
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MS.

SUNDERLAND: SBC Illinois wi

evi dentiary hearings.

MR.

Mac BRI DE: TDS Metrocom wi l

wai ve

wai ve

evidentiary hearings and the sequence of

filings

descri bed gives us an adequate opportunity to be

heard on this matter.

evidentiary hearing and will

MR.

as counsel

be all

JUDG

for

L ANNON: And St aff does not

f or SBC descri bed.

seek any

E HI LLI ARD: Okay. All right.

t oday.

That

(Wher eupon, the hearing in the

above-entitled matter

conti nued sine die.)

was

wi ||

conply with the schedul e

a7



